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SOUTH WEST TRANSMISSION REINFORCEMENT PROJECT 

2269. Hon Alison Xamon to the Minister for Energy 

I refer to the South West Transmission Reinforcement Project (SWTRP), and the Minister for Energy’s 
confirmation, that the Eastern Terminal will now be located at the South East Terminal at Oldbury in response to 
question on notice No. 1433, and ask — 

(1) Does the Minister’s reference to Western Power’s likely need for reinforcement of the SWTRP in 2017 
confirm that future reinforcements of a terminal substation and upgrades of the transmission lines will 
intersect within the Hacketts Gully/Kalamunda area (and possibly be referred to as an Eastern 
Terminal)? 

(2) If no to (1), what is the purpose of Western Power’s Phase two community consultations, one purpose 
of which has been to determine the location of an Eastern Terminal? 

(3) If yes to (1), will the Minister require Western Power and ACIL Tasman to add the NPV of constructing 
a future Eastern Terminal to option eight for financial comparison to the other proposed options? 

(4) Could the Minister please explain the inconsistency within Western Power’s 2008 Transmission and 
Distribution Annual Planning Report that in the plans for 2013 shows in figure nine a South Eastern 
Terminal and no Eastern Terminal, but in figure 16 refers to an Eastern Terminal and not a South 
Eastern Terminal? 

(5) In the original ACIL Tasman report of 2007, option one (South East Terminal) is described as the main 
alternative to option six (Eastern Terminal), yet Western Power’s decision has been to combine both 
these options into option eight (South East Terminal with an eventual Eastern Terminal in 2017). What 
are the current and projected future costs associated with, - 

(a) option eight as compared with option one; and 

(b) option eight as compared with option six? 

(6) Considering that the original intent for reinforcing the SWTR was to contract an additional 1 000 MW 
of power, and the IMO’s forecast demand for the SWIS is in the north of Perth primarily in the Mid 
West region for that power, can the Minister explain why option eight is being progressed over the 
cheaper Mid-West Augmentation, which would have delivered the required power? 

(7) Given that approximately 70 percent of Perth’s power comes from the South West coal-powered 
generators, what plan does the Minister have in place, should the South-West supply suffer a major 
disruption? 

(8) Will the Minister now answer my question No’s 10, 11, 12 and 16, of question on notice No. 1433? 

Hon PETER COLLIER replied: 

(1)-(8) I refer the Honourable Member to the answer I provided to Legislative Council Question on 
Notice 1433. I would like to reiterate to the Honourable Member my offer of a detailed briefing from 
Western Power on this project.  

__________ 
 


